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dom:r.lant philosophy. It would be in accord with the spirit of
American life if the movement were undertaken by volunta0
agreement and endeavor rather than by governmental c:oerciory
There is that much enduring truth in our individualism. But t}il :
outcome would surely involve the introduction of sociai respo :
sibility into our business system to such an extent that the dﬂon-
of an.exclusively pecuniary-profit industry would follow. A coom
dinating and directive council in which captains of indu-str anz
ﬁpance would meet with representatives of labor and publiz offi
cials to plan the regulation of industrial activity would si n'f_
that we had entered constructively and voluntarily or? tlfly
road Which Soviet Russia is traveling with so much attengant dc::
struction and coercion. While, as I have already said, political
action is not basic, concentration of attention upon reaf and vital
issues such as attend the public control of industry and finance
for tl:le sake of social values would have vast intellectual and
emotional reverberations. No phase of our culture would remain
unaffected. Politics is a means, not an end. But thought of it as
means wil.l lead to thought of the ends it should serve. It will ina-1
duce consideration of the ways in which a worthy and rich life
ford a%}l may _be gchieved. In so doing, it will restore directive aims
i?divi (eiuzlis;)%mﬁcant step forward in the recovery of a unified
I-I:{ave t‘ried to make a brief survey of the possibilities of the
political situation in general, and not to make either a plea or a
prophecy of special political alignments. But any kind of politi-
cal regeneration within or without the present parties derfland
first of gll a frank intellectual recognition of present tendenciess
11'1 a society so rapidly becoming corporate, there is need of asso:
ciated thought to take account of the realities of the situatio
apd to frame policies in the social interest. Only then can or at}
nlzet;i action in behalf of the social interest be made a reality %{fe
are in for some kind of socialism, call it by whatever namt': we
please, a:nd no matter what it will be called when it is realized
E;COHO[I‘I[C determinism is now a fact, not a theory. But there is a.r
dlffercz?uf: a.nd-a choice between a blind, chaoctic and unplanned
determinism, issuing from business conducted for pecuniar
profit, and the determination of a socially planned and ordereg
f_ic:velopn}ent. It is the difference and the choice between a social
ism that is public and one that is capitalistic. -

7. The Crisis in Culture

Discussion of the state and prospects of American cul-
cure abounds. But “culture” is an ambiguous word. With respect
to one of its meanings I see no ground for pessimism. Interest in
art, science and philosophy is not on the wane; the contrary is
the case. There may have been individuals superior in achieve-
ment in the past, but 1 do not know of any time in oux history
when so many persons were actively concerned, both as pro-
ducers and as appreciators, with these culminating aspects of
civilization. There is a more lively and more widespread interest
in ideas, in critical discussion, in all that forms an intellectual
life, than ever before. Anyone who can look back over a span of
thirty or forty years must be conscious of the difference that a
generation has produced. And the movement is going forward,
not backward.

About culture in the sense of cultivation of a number of per-
sons, a number on the increase rather than the decrease, I find no
ground for any great solicitude. But “culture” has another mean-
ing. It denotes the type of emotion and thought that is charac-
teristic of a people and epoch as a whole, an organic inteflectual
and moral quality. Without raising the ambiguous question of
aristocracy, one can say without fear of denial that 2 high degree
of personal cultivaticn at the top of society can coexist with a
low and unworthy state of culture as a pervasive manifestation
of social life. The marvelous achievement of the novel, music and
the drama in the Russia of the Tsar’s day sufficiently illustrates
what is meant. Nor is preoccupation with commerce and wealth
an insuperable bar to a flourishing culture. One may cite the fact
that the highest phase of Dutch painting came in a time of just

(First published as “The Crisis in Culrure. The Fifth Article in Professor Dewey’s
Series, ‘Individualism, Old and New,’ » in New Republic 62 (19 March 1230):

123-26.]
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such expansion. And so it was with the Periclean, Augustan and
Elizabethan apes. Excellence of personal cultivation has often,
and perhaps usually, been coincident with the political and
economic dominance of a few and with periods of material
expansiomn.

I see no reason why we in the United States should not also
have golden ages of literature and science. But we are given to
Jooking at this and that “age” marked with great names and
great productivity, while forgetting to ask about the roots of the
effforescence. Might it not be argued that the very transitoriness
of the glory of these ages proves that its causes were sporadic
and accidental? And in any case, a question must be raised as to
the growth of native culture in our own country. The idea of de-
mocracy is doubtless as ambiguous as is that of aristocracy. But
we cannot evade a basic issue. Unless an avowedly democratic
people and an undeniably industrial time can achieve something
more than an “age” of high personal cultivation, there is some-
thing deeply defective in its culture. Such an age would be Ameri-
can in a topographical sense, not in a spiritual one.

This fact gives significance to the question so often raised as to
whether the material and mechanistic forces of the machine age
are to crush the higher life. In one sense I find, as I have already
said, no special danger. Poets, painters, novelists, dramatists,
philosophers, scientists, are sure to appear and to find an appre-
ciative audience. But the unique fact about our own civilization
is that if it is to achieve and manifest a characteristic culture, it
must develop, not on top of an industrial and political substruc-
ture, but out of our material civilization itself. It will come by
turning a machine age into a significantly new habit of mind and
sentiment, or it will not come at all. A cultivation of a class that
externally adorns a material civilization will at most merely re-
peat the sort of thing that has transiently happened many times
before.

The question, then, is not merely a quantitative one. Itis not a
matter of an increased number of persons who will take part in
the creation and enjoyment of art and science. It is a qualitative
question. Can a material, industrial civilization be converted
into a distinctive agency for liberating the minds and refining the
emotions of all who take part in it? The cultural question is a
political and economic one before it is a definitely cultural one.
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It is 2 commonplace that the problem of the relation of mecha-
nistic and industrial civilization to culture is the deepest and
most urgent problem of our day. if interpreters are correct in say-
ing that “Americanization” is becoming universal, it is a problem
of the world and not just ef our own country-—although it is first
acutely experienced here. It raises issues of the widest philo-
sophic import. The question of the relation of man and nature,
of mind and matter, assumes its vital significance in this context.
A “humanism” that separates man from nature will envisage a
radically different solution of the indusirial and economic per-
plexities of the age than the humanism entertained by those who
find no uncrossable gulf or fixed gap. The former will inevitably
lock backward for direction; it will strive for a cultivated élite
supported on the backs of toiling masses. The latter will have to
face the question of whether work itself can become an instru-
ment of culture and of how the masses can share freely in a life
enriched in imagination and esthetic enjoyment. This task is set
not because of sentimental “humanitarianism,” but as the neces-
sary conclusion of the intellectual conviction that while man be-
longs in nature and mind is connected with matter, humanity
and its collective intelligence are the means by which nature is
guided to new possibilities.

Many European critics openly judge American life from the
standpoint of a dualism of the spiritual and material, and de-
plore the primacy of the physical as fatal to any culture. They fail
to see the depth and range of our problem, which is that of mak-
ing the material an active instrument in the creation of the life of
ideas and art. Many American critics of the present scene are en-
gaged in devising modes of escape. Some flee to Paris or Flor-
ence; others take flight in their imagination te India, Athens, the
Middle Ages or the American age of Emerson, Thoreau and
Melville. Flight is solution by evasion. Return to a dualism
consisting of a massive substratum of the material upon which
are erected spiritually ornamented fagades, is flatly impossible,
except upon the penalty of the spiritual disenfranchisement
of those permanenily condemned to toil mechanically at the
machine.

That the cultural problem must be reached through economic
roads is testified to by our educational system. No nation has
ever been so actively committed to universal schooling as are the
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people of the United States. But what is our system for? What
ends does it serve? That it gives opportunity to many who would
otherwise lack it is undeniabile. It is also the agency of important
welding and fusing processes. These are conditions of creation of
a mind that will constitute a distinctive type of culture, But they
are conditions only. If our public-school system merely turns out
efficient industrial fodder and citizenship fodder in a state con-
trolled by pecuniary industry, as other schools in other nations
have turned out efficient cannon fodder, it is not helping to solve
the problem of building up a distinctive American culture; it is
only aggravating the problem. That which prevents the schools
from doing their educational work freely is precisely the pres-
sure——for the most part indirect, to be sure—of domination by
the money-motif of our economic regime. The subject is too
large to deal with here. But the distinguishing trait of the Ameri-
can student body in our higher schools is a kind of intellectual
immaturity. This immarurity is mainly due to their enforced
mental seclusion; there is, in their schooling, little free and dis-
interested concern with the underlying social problems of our
civilization. Other typical evidence is found in the training of en-
gineers. Thorstein Veblen-—and many others have since repeated
his idea—pointed out the strategic position occupied by the en-
gineer in our industrial and technological activity. Engineering
schools give excellent technical training. Where is the sa::hool that
pays systematic attention to the potential social function of the
engineering profession?

I refer to the schools in connection with this problem of
American culture because they are the formal agencies for pro-
ducing those mental attitudes, those modes of feeling and think-
ing, which are the essence of a distinctive culture. But they are
not the ultimate formative force. Social institutions, the trend of
occupations, the pattern of social arrangements, are the finally
controlling influences in shaping minds. The immaturity nur-
tured in schools is carried over into life. If we Americans mani-
fest, as compared with those of other countries who have had
the benefits of higher schooling, a kind of infantilism, it is be-
cause our own schooling so largely evades serious consideration
of the deeper issues of social life; for it is only through induction
into realities that mind can be matured. Consequently the effec-
tive education, that which really leaves a stamp on character and
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thought, is obtained when graduates come to take their part in
the activities of an adult society which put exaggerated emphasis
upon business and the results of business success. Such an educa-
tion is at best extremely one-sided; it operates to create the spe-
cialized “business mind,” and this, in turn, is manifested in lei-
sure as well as in business itself. The one-sidedness is accentuated
because of the tragic irrelevancy of prior schooling to the con-
trolling realities of social life. There is little preparation to induce
either hardy resistance, discriminating criticism, or the vision
and desire to direct economic forces in new channels.

If, then, 1 sefect education for special notice, it is because edu-
cation——in the broad sense of formation of fundamental atti-
tudes of imagination, desire and thinking—is strictly correlative
with culture in its inclusive social sense. It is because the educa-
tive influence of economic and political institutions is, in the last
analysis, even more important than their immediate economic
consequences. The mental poverty that comes from one-sided
distortion of mind is ultimately more significant than poverty in
material goods. To make this assertion is not to gloss over the
material harshness that exists. It is rather to point out that under
present conditions these material results cannot be separated
from development of mind and character. Destitution on the one
side and wealth on the other are factors in the determination of
that psychological and moral constitution which is the source
and the measure of attained culture. I can think of nothing more
childishly futile, for example, than the attempt to bring “art”
and esthetic enjoyment externally to the multitudes who work in
the ugliest surroundings and who leave their ugly factories only
to go through depressing streets to eat, sleep and carry on their
domestic occupations in grimy, sordid homes. The interest of the
younger generation in a:t and esthetic matters is a hopeful sign
of the growth of culture in its narrower sense. But it will readily
turn into an escape mechanism unless it develops into an alert
interest in the conditions which determine the esthetic environ-
ment of the vast multitudes who now live, work and play in sut-
roundings that perforce degrade their tastes and that uncon-
sciously educate them into desire for any kind of enjoyment as
long as it is cheap and “exciting.”

It is the work of sociologists, psychologists, novelists, drama-
tists and poets to exhibit the consequences of our present eco-
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nosmic regime upon taste, desire, satisfaction and standards of
value. An article like this cannot do a work which requires many
yolumes. But a paragraph suffices to call attention to one central
fact. Most of those who are engaged in the outward work of pro-
duction and distribution of economic commodities have no
share—imaginative, intellectual, emotional—in directing the ac-
tivities in which they physically participate.

It was remarked in an earlier chapter that there is definite re-
striction placed upon existing corporateness. It is found in the
fact that economic associations are fixed in ways which exclude
most of the workers in them from taking part in their manage-
ment. The subordination of the enterprises to pecuniary profit
reacts to make the workers “hands” only. Their hearts and brains
are not engaged. They execute plans which they do not form,
and of whose meaning and intent they are ignorant—beyond the
fact that these plans make a profit for others and secure a wage
for themselves. To set forth the consequences of this fact upon
the experience and the minds of uncounted multitudes would
again require volumes. But there is an undeniable limitation of
opportunities, and minds are warped, frustrated, unnourished by
their activities—the ultimate source of all constant nurture of the
spirit. The philosopher’s idea of a complete separation of mind
and body is realized in thousands of industrial workers, and the
result is a depressed body and an empty and distorted mind.

There are instances, here and there, of the intellectual and
moral effects which accrue when workers can employ their feel-
ings and imaginations as well as their muscles in what they do.
But it is still impossible to foresee in detail what would happen if
a system of cooperative control of industry were generally sub-
stituted for the present system of exclusion. There would be an
enormous liberation of mind, and the mind thus set free would
have constant direction and nourishment. Desire for related
knowledge, physical and social, would be created and rewarded;
initiative and responsibility would be demanded and achieved.
One may not, perhaps, be entitled to predict that an efflores-
cence of a distinctive social culture would immediately result.
But one can say without hesitation that we shall attain only the
personal cultivation of a class, and not a characteristic American
culture, unless this condition is fulfilled. It is impossible for a
highly industrialized society to attain a widespread high excel-
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fence of mind when multitudes are excluded from occasion for
the use of thought and emotion in their daily occupations. The
contradiction is so great and so pervasive that a favorable issue is
hopeless, We must wrest our general culture from an mdgs~
trialized civilization; and this fact signifies that industry must 1t-
self become a primary educartive and cultural force for those en-
gaged in it. The conception that natural science somehpw sets a
limit to freedom, subjecting men to fixed necessities, is not an
intrinsic product of science. just as with the popular notion that
art is a luxury, whose proper abode is the museum and gallery,
the notion of literary persons (including some philosophers) that
science is an oppression due to the material structure of nature,
is ultimately a reflex of the social conditions under which science
is applied so as to reach only a pecuniary fruition. Knowledge
takes effect in machinery and in the minds of technical directors,
but not in the thoughts of those who tend the machines. The al-
leged fatalism of science is in reality the fatalism of the pecuniary
order in which science is employed.
1f 1 have emphasized the effect upon the wage workers, it is not
because the consequences are not equally marked with respect
to the few who now enjoy the material emoluments of the sys-
tem and monopolize its management and control. There will
doubtless always be leaders, those who will have the more active
and leading share in the intellectual direction of great industrial
undertakings. But as long as the direction is more concerned
with pecuniary profit than with social utility, the resulting intel-
lectual and moral development will be one-sided and warped. An
inevitable result of a cooperatively shared control of industry
would be the recognition of final use or consumption as the cri-
terion of valuation, decision and direction. When the point of
view of consumption is supreme in industry, the latter will be so-
cialized, and I see no way of securing its genuine socialization
save as industry is viewed and conducted from the standpoint of
the user and enjover of services and commodities. For then hu-
man values will control economic values. Moreover, as long as
means are kept separate from human ends (the consequences
produced in human living), “values in use” will be so dominated
by exchange or sale values that the former will be interpreted by
means of the larter, In other words, there is now no inhexent cri-
terion for consumption-values. “Wealth,” as Ruskin so vehe-
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mently pointed out, includes as much illth as well-being. When
values in use are the ends of industry they will receive a scrutiny
and criticism for which there is no foundation at present, save
external moralizing and exhortation. Production for private
profit signifies that any kind of consumption will be stimulated
that leads to private gain.

There can be no stable and balanced development of mind and
character apart from the assumption of responsibility. In an in-
dustrialized society, that responsibility must for the most part be
associated with industry, since it will grow indirectly out of in-
dustry even for those not engaged in it. The wider and fuller the
sense of social consequences—that is, of the effect on the life-
experience of the consumer——the deeper and surer, the more sta-
ble, is the intelligence of those who have the foremost place in
the direction of industry. A society saturated with industrialism
may evolve a class of highly cultivated persons in the traditional
sense of cultivation. But there will be something thin and meagre
about even this meed of cultivation if it evolves in isolation from
the main currents of action in which thought and desire are en-
gaged. As long as imagination is concerned primarily with ob-
taining pecuniary success and enjoying its material results, the
type of culture will conform to these standards.

Everywhere and at all times the development of mind and its
cultural products have been connate with the channels in which
mind is exercised and applied. This fact defines the problem of
creating a culture that will be characteristically our own. Escape
from industrialism on the ground that it is unesthetic and brutal
can win only a superficial and restricted success of esteem. It is a
silly caricature to interpret such statements as meaning that sci-
ence should devote itself directly to solving industrial problems,
or that poetry and painting should find their material in ma-
chines and in machine processes. The question is not one of ide-
alizing present conditions in esthetic treatment, but of discover-
ing and trying to realize the conditions under which vival esthetic
production and esthetic appreciation may take place on a gener-
ous social scale. ,

And similarly for science; it is not in the least a matter of
considering this and that particular practical application to be
squeezed out of science; we have a great deal of that sort of thing
already. It is a question of acknowledgment on the part of scien-
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tific inquirers of intellectual responsibility; of admitting intc
their consciousness a perception of what science has actually
done, through its counterpart technologies, in making the world
and life what they are. This perception would bear fruit by rais-
ing the question of what science can do in making a different sort
of world and society. Such a science would be at the opposite
pole to science conceived as merely a means to special industrial
ends, it would, indeed, include in its scope all the technological
aspects of the latter, but it would also be concerned with control
of their social effects. A humane society would use scientific
method, and intelligence with its best equipment, to bring about
human consequences. Such a society would meet the demand for
a science that is humanistic, and not just physical and technical.
“Solutions” of the problem of the relation of the material and
the spiritual, of the ideal and the actual, are merely conceptual
and at best prophetic unless material conditions are idealized by
contributing to cultural consequences. Science is a potential too]
of such a liberating spiritualization; the arts, including that of
social control, are its fruition.

I do not hold, I think, an exaggerated opinion of the influence
that is wielded by sc-called “intellectuals” —philosophers, pro-
fessional and otherwise, critics, writers and professional persons
in general having interests beyond their immediate callings. But
their present position is not a measure of their possibilities. For
they are now intellectually dispersed and divided; this fact is one
aspect of what I have called “the lost individual.” This internal
dissolution is necessarily accompanied by a weak social efficacy.
The chaos is due, more than to anything else, to mental with-
drawal, to the failure to face the realitics of industrialized so-
ciety. Whether the ultimate influence of the distinctively intellec-
tual or reflective groups is to be great or small, an initial move is
theirs. A consciously directed critical consideration of the state of
present society in its causes and congequences is a pre-condition
of projection of constructive ideas. To be effective, the movement
must be organized, But this requirement does not demand the
creation of a formal organization; it does demand that a sense of
the need and opportunity should possess a sufficiently large
number of minds. If it does, the results of their inquiries will con-
verge to a cormon issue,

This point of view is sometimes represented as a virtual appeal
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to those primarily engaged in inquiry and reflection to desert
their studies, libraries and laboratories and engage in works of
social reform. That representation is a caricature. It is not the
abandonment of thinking and inquiry that is asked for, but more
thinking and more significant inquiry. This “mere” is equivalent
to a conscious direction of thought and inquiry, and direction
can be had only by a realization of problems in the rank of their
urgency. The “clerk™ and secretary once occupied, if we may
trust history, places of great influence if not of honor. In a society
of military and political leaders who were illiterate, they must
have done much of the thinking and negotiating for which the
names of the great now receive credit. The intellectuals of the
present are their descendants. Outwardly they have been eman-
cipated and have an independent position formerly lacking.
Whether their actual efficacy has been correspondingly increased
may be doubted. In some degree, they have attained their liberty
in direct ratio to their distance from the scenes of action, A more
intimate connection would not signify, I repeat, a surrender of
the business of thought, even speculative thought, for the sake
of getting busy at some so-called practical matter. Rather would
it signify a focussing of thought and intensifying of its quality by
bringing it into relation with issues of stupendous meaning. .

1 amn suspicious of all atternpts te erect a hierarchy of values:
their results generally prove to be inapplicable and abstract. But
there is at every time a hierarchy of problems, for there are some
issues which underlie and condition others. No one person is
going to evolve a constructive solution for the problem of hu-
manizing industrial civilization; of making it and its technology
a servant of human life—a problem which is once more equiva-
lent, for us, to that of creating a genuine culture. But general
guidance of serious intellectual endeavor by a consciousness of
the problem would enable at least one group of individuals to
recover a sccial function and so refind themselves. And recovery
by those with special intellectual gifts and equipment from their
enforced social defection is at least a first step in a more general
reconstruction that will bring integration out of disorder.

Accordingly, 1 do not wish my remarks about escape and with-
drawal to be interpreted as if they were directed at any special
group of persons. The flight of particular individuals is symp-
tomatic of the seclusion of existing science, intelligence and art.
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The personal gap which, generally speaking, isolates the intellec-
tual worker from the wage earner is symbolic and typical of a
deep division of functions. This division is the split between the-
ory and practice in actual operation. The effects of the split are
as fatal to culture on the one side as on the other. It signifies that
what we call our culture will continue to be, and in increased
measure, a survival of inherited European traditions, and that it
will not be indigenous. And if itis true, as some hold, that with the
extension of machine technology and industrialism the whole
world is becoming “Americanized,” then the creation of an in-
digenous culture is no disservice to the traditional European
springs of our spiritual life. It will signify, not ingratitude, but
the effort to repay a debt.

The solution of the crisis in culture is identical with the recov-
ery of composed, effective and creative individuality. The har-
mony of individual mind with the realities of a civilization made
outwardly corporate by an industry based on technology does
not signify that individual minds will be passively molded by ex-
isting social conditions as if the latter were fixed and static.
When the patterns that form individuality of thought and desire
are in line with actuating social forces, that individuality will be
released for creative effort. Originality and uniqueness are not
opposed to social nurture; they are saved by it from eccentricity
and escape. The positive and constructive energy of individuals,

as manifested in the remaking and redirection of social forces

and conditions, is itself a social necessity. A new culture express-
ing the possibilities immanent in a machine and material civiliza-
tion will release whatever is distinctive and potentially creative
in individuals, and individuals thus freed will be the constant
makers of a continuously new society.

It was said in an earlier chapter that “acceptance” of condi-
tions has two very different meanings. To this statement may
now be added the consideration that “conditions” are always
moving; they are always in transition to something else. The im-
portant question is whether intelligence, whether observation
and reflection, intervenes and becomes a directive factor in the
transition. The moment it dees intervene, conditions become con-
ditions of forecasting consequences; when these consequences
present themselves in thought, preference and volition, planning
and determination, come into play. To foresee consequences of
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existing conditions is to surrender neutrality and drift; it is to
take sides in behalf of the consequences that are preferred. The
cultural consequences that our industrial system now produces
have no finality about them. When they are observed and are re-
lated discriminatingly to their causes, they become conditions
for planning, desiring, choosing. Discriminating inquiry will dis-
close what part of present results is the outcome of the tech-
nological factors at work and what part is due to a legal and eco-
nomic system which it is within the power of man to modify and
transform. It is indeed foolish to assume that an industrial civi-
lization wil! somehow automatically, from its own inner impe-
tus, produce a new culture. But it is a lazy abdication of respon-
sibility which assumes that a genuine culture can be achieved
except first by an active and alert intellectual recognition of the
realities of an industrial age, and then by planning tc use them in
behalf of a significantly human life. To charge that those who
urge intellectual acknowledgment or acceptance as the first nec-
essary step stop at this point, and thus end with an optimistic
rationalization of the present as if it were final, is a misconstruc-
tion that indicates a desire to shirk responsibility for undertaking
the task of reconstruction and direction. Or else it waits upon a
miracle to beget the culture which is desired by all serious minds.

8. Individuality in Our Day

In the foregoing chapters, I have attempted to portray
the split between the idea of the individual inherited from the
past and the realities of a situation that is becoming increasingly
corporate. Some of the effects produced on living individuality
by this division have been indicated. I have urged that individu-
ality will again become integral and vital when it creates a frame
for itself by attention to the scene in which it must perforce exist
and develop. It is likely that many persons will regard my state-
ment of the problem as a commonplace. Others will deplore my
failure to offer a detailed solution and a definite picture of just
what an individual would be if he were in harmony with the real-
ities of American civilization. Still others will think that a disease
has been described as a remedy; that the articles are an indis-
criminate praise of technological science and of a corporate in-
dustrial civilization; that they are an effort to boost upon the
bandwagon those reluctant to climb,

I have indeed attempted analysis, rather than either a condem-
nation of the evils of present society or a recommendation of
fixed ends and ideals for their cure. For 1 think that serious
minds are pretty well agreed as to both evils and ideals—as long
as both are taken in general terms. Condemnation is too often
only a way of displaying superiority; it speaks from outside the
scene; it discloses symptoms but not causes. It is impotent to
produce; it can only reproduce its own kind. As for ideals, all
agree that we want the good life, and that the good life involves
freedom and a taste that is trained to appreciate the honorable,
the true and the beautiful. But as long as we limit ourselves to
generalities, the phrases that express ideals may be transferred

[First published as “Individuality in Qur Day. The Sixth and Final Article in Pro-
fessor Dewey’s Series, ‘Individualism, Old apd New,'” in New Republic 62 (2
April 1930): 184-88,]




